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> i Ch. xxxvi. V. "ns 
Behold God is great, and We jm | 


him not. 


HE incomprehenſible attributes and 
operations of the Divine Nature are 
| plainly aſſerted in this text, and in 
many others equivalent to it, both in the Old 
and New Teſtament ; which there i is no occa- 
ſion at preſent to produce. 

From theſe words then I ſhall take occaſion 
to illuſtrate an obſervation, which hath been 
often made, and will not, in general, be de- 
nied ; which is, that our belief, our notions, 
and our ſentiments, in relation to Divine 
truths, ought to be regulated and circum- 
ſcribed by the diſcoveries God has been 
pleaſed to make of himſelf. And then I ſhall 
conclude with a ſuitable application. 

Now, in the firſt place, this doctrine of the 
incomprehenſibleneſs of the Divine Nature, 
Attributes, and Operations, affects, more or 
1 FR 
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leſs, the caſe of three different claſſes of un- 
believers: firſt, that of abſolute atheiſts; ſe- 
condly, that of infidels, who deny the truths 
of revelation; and thirdly, that of certain 
Chriſtians, who have called in queſtion parti- 
cular points of that revelation ; to which, in 
general, they profeſs to ſubſcribe. And it is 
well worth remarking, that the two laſt of 
theſe never fail to attack the former with ſuch 
reaſonings and arguments, as, if purſued 
through their juſt conſequences, may fairly, 
and ſucceſsfully, be urged againſt themſelves. 
For, if the profeſſed atheiſt affects to decry 
the fundamental principle of all religion, the 
'Being of a God, on account of the pretended 
extravagancy and inconceiveableneſs of it, 
will not the other obſerve, in order to con- 
fate. him, that, unleſs a conſiſtent, uniform, 
and intelligible ſyſtem could be built on the 

can have no weight; and, that the fact! is, we 
are encompaſſed in a ſtate of mere nature, 
with as great difficulties as thoſe with - 
which the atheiſt pretends to be perplexed ; 
that the infinity of time, or eternity, as well 
A parte ante as 2 parte poſt, the infinity of 
pace, the infinite progreſſion of number from 
unity, 


TE 
unity, and the infinite diviſibility of quantity, 
(to mention no other particulars) are natural 
myſteries, which utterly exceed our concep- 
tions at the ſame time that they command 
our aſſent. But do not theſe very conſide- 
rations, which juſtly reſolve the principles of 
atheiſm into terrours of conſcience, rather than 
conviction of judgment, import, that the pri- 
mary notion which the human mind can 
frame of God is this general and complex, 
yet negative, idea of incomprehenſibleneſs , 
and, conſequently, that there is a certain pre- 
eminence, if I may ſo call it, in the Divine 
Eſſence, Attributes, and Operations, which 
abſolutely precludes inveſtigation. It will fol- 
low then, that all myſteries, whether natu- 
ral or revealed, that is, ſuch as are relative 
to this Divine N ature, and theſe Attributes, 
and Operations; it will follow, I ſay, that all 
myſteries, conſidered purely as ſuch, ſtand 
upon a level in point of credibility. For 

inſtance, you have no ſtronger, or more ade- 
quate, conception of the immenſity of {pace 
than of his omnipreſence that fills it : nor is 
the manner of the exiſtence of ſomething 
from all eternity more intelligible than that 


of the eternal Seneration « of the Son of God. 
A 2 | Faith 


„ 
Faith, therefore, cannot have a ſurer founda- 
tion in human reaſon, than in Divine autho- 
rity. This, in general, will not, cannot, be 
denied, or diſputed. And yet, there are cer- 
tain myſterious doctrines, peculiar to Chriſti- 
anity, which are contained in paſſages as plain 
in reſpect of grammatical conſtruction as words 
can make them, to which even ſuch autho- 
rity, in ſome peoples judgment, ſeems not to 
have given a ſufficient ſanction. For theſe 


doctrines have profeſſedly, on account of their 


myſteriouſneſs, been explained away by eluſive 
methods, which will leave all interpretation 
precarious: while, at the ſame time, the pro- 
per queſtion is, whether that myſteriouſneſs 


can be reaſonably urged as an objection to 
their authenticity? For, if the Divine Eſ- 


ſence be neceſſarily incomprehenſible, no re- 
velation can poſſibly make it leſs ſo; ſo far 
from it, that the very idea of a Divine revela- 
tion implies a revelation of myſteries, i. e. of 
truths undiſcoverable and inconceiveable, by 
our natural faculties: .and, accordingly, the 
credit of revelation is not ſhaken, but con- 
firmed, by the number and importance of 


ſuch truths. Becauſe it is but natural to ex- 


pect a more — diſplay of wonders, and 
larger 


TS# 


: larger diſcoveries of ſublime and ſacred points 

of faith in this revelation: except God is the 
leſs to be believed the more he communicates 
to us of bis nature, attributes, and diſpenſa- 
tions. What, indeed, can be more abſurd than 
to aſcribe abſolute and incomprehenſible per- 
fection to God, and, at the ſame time, to 
limit and circumſcribe that perfection? or, in 
other words, to acknowledge the ſcriptures as 
the only rule of faith in relation to ſuch 
perfection, and yet to reduce that rule to the 
meaſure of our own judgments and apprehen- 
fions? Attempts, we know, have moſt: pre- 
poſterouſly been made to interpret, even upon 
ſcriptural principles, and in an argumentative 
way, doctrines, which thoſe very ſcriptures 
declare to be incomprehenſible; and, conſe- 
quently, out of the reach of the human mind, 
not only to inveſtigate of itſelf, but fully 

to comprehend when revealed. The great 
Apoſtle of the Gentiles frequently repreſents 
the whole evangelical ſyſtem in this light. 
He aſſures the Corinthians, that he ate the 
wiſdom of God in a myſtery ; and the Romans, 
that the preaching of Jeſus Chriſt was according 
ro the revelation of the myſtery, which was kept 


* fence the world began. Sometimes he 
applies 
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applies the ſame term to particular points of 
1 of Chriſtianity. Thus, in his diſcourſe on 
the reſurrection, he tells the Corinthians, he 
i ſhows them a myſtery ;' and, when he aſſerts in 
i his epiſtle to Timothy, that great is the myſtery 
of godlineſs, he exemplifies the ſame in the 

incarnation of the Son of God: Gad manifeft 
in the fleſh. Why therefore any pure ſcriptu- 
ral doctrine, as that of a Trinity of Perſons 
in the Divine Eſſence, or of the ſatisfaction 
Jeſus'Chriſt made for fin by the ſacrifice of 
Himſelf, ſhould not be as credible as that of 
the eternal exiſtence of a ſingle perſon in the 
Deity, or of the infinity of ſpace, or of the 
diviſibility of matter, I preſume, no > ſufficient 
reaſon can be affigned. 
| It is, indeed, equally amazing and melan- 
| choly to obſerve, to what lengths the inſo- 
g tence of infidelity will go, and within how 
narrow a compaſs it induſtriouſly 'endeavours 
to reduce the myſtery of our holy religion. 
There have been thoſe, who, merely to get 
rid of a point of faith, have had recourſe to 
ſuch a chimerical notion as that of a virtual 
and effectual, inſtead of a real and effential 
preſence of the Deity : as if their philoſophy 
en them to acknowledge the att 
0 


[FJ] 

of ſpace, but to explain away the ubiquity of 
the Godhead; 1. e. to admit and reject diffi= 
culties, as W 0 in one and the ſame 
breath. That the ſcriptures, in myſterious 
points, have been wreſted by ſophiſtical con- 
ſtructions to the purpoſes of infidelity, has 
already been intimated; and I have further to 
add, that they have ſometimes been even 
totally overlooked. A late author & very con- 
fidently aſſerts, that the doctrine of the reſur- 
rection of the body has no manner of warrant 
from primitive belief, or ſeriptural authority. 
In ſupport of this aſſertion, he hath plauſibly 
enough reconciled a text or two to his beloved 
tenet, which have been generally referred to 
this doctrine; but a great number of other 
paſſages, by which the ſame is directly and 
explicitly proved, he has left wholly unno- 
ticed. This fingle conſideration overturns his 
credit at once; and demonſtrates the abſolute 

futility of his formal and elaborate inquiry, 
| when or why the article of the reſurrection of 
the body was firſt inſerted in the publick 
creeds. And, after all, in this, as in moſt 
inſtances of the ſame ſort, unbelievers do not 
ſo. properly remove myſteries as e 


* Dr. Sykes. * 
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them: and it will be as impoſſible. to build 
a conſiſtent and intelligible ſyſtem on the ruins 
of the leading doctrines of Chriſtianity, as on 
thoſe of the fundamental article of all religion, 
the exiſtence of a God. It might eaſily be 
made appear, that infidels agree no more 
among themſelves than they do with us. But, 
to confine the above remark; to the author and 
doctrine before us, we find him acknowledg- 
ing the Goſpel to be < uniform concerning the 
te reſurrection of the dead, but aſſerting that 


e the Apoſtles never required the belief of any 


77 particular odus or manner of it; never ſaid 
<« any thing of the reſurrection of the body or 
e the fleſh.” Now, I apprehend, he that be- 


lieves the reſurrection of the dead, but denies 


that of the body, hath little'colour of popes 


to charge others with credulity *. 


he refurreftion of the dead muſt neceſſarily imply 


the reſurrection of the fleſh or body; and he who at this day 


ſhould gue/tion, as the three diſciples did after the transfigura- | 


tion of our Saviour, what the riſing from the dead ſhould mean, 


may, with equal grounds, queſtion any other point of reve- 


lation: or, in other words, he who profeſſes to believe, that 
all that are in their graves ſhall hear the voice of the Son of Man, 
and fhall come forth to the reſurrection, that the ſea ſhall give up 
the dead that are in it, and death and the grave deliver up the 


atad my are in them, but denies, at the ſame time, the re- 
ſurrection 


L991 
But farther, it will be found owing to 
a ſtrange affectation of avoiding difficulties, in 
matters wherein difficulties are unavoidable, 
that certain notions and opinions, remarkable 
equally for their extravagance and uncharita- 
bleneſs, have been adopted with zeal, and 
avowed with vehemence, even among believers 
themſelves. The doctrine of abſolute predeſ- 
tination to life or death eternal has its main 
ground in our utter inability to conceive the 
certain preſcience of future contingencies; or 
to reconcile the freewil of man with the 
foreknowledge of God. Fe then 18 con- 


ft urrechon of the bady, is 2 s infidel, wy believes more 
than ever did the Evangelifts ! | | 

The Goſpel, ſays the learned Door, < « 1; a con- 
e cerning the reſurre&ion of, or from, the dead :” but“ the 
6 Apoſtles never required the belief of any particular modus 
* or manner of it; they never ſaid any thing of a reſurrection 
« of the fsb, nor body, but left ſuch matters to be tound out 
jn after times.” (Inquiry, Kc. p. 8.) Let the reader judge 
how far the doctrine i in queſtion deſerves to be called a mo- 
dern invention; vchile I juſt obſerve, that the only difference 
between the Doctor and the common} believer in point of faith 
in reſpect of the ſame ſeems to be this: the latter, agrecably 
to revelation, believes the r;ſurre@ien. of the body to be the ne- 
ceflary, though inconceivable, modus or manner of the reſur- 
rection of the dead; whereas the Doctor believed, that 266 dead 
are raiſed without any modus or nher, a | 


B feſſedly 


YE 


feſſedly another myſtery; but be it fo: Is 


there nothing myſterious or incomprehenſible 


in the predeſtinarian hypotheſis? Or are we 
in this caſe too required by piety or prudence 
to have recourſe to abſurdities in order to get 
clear of a myſtery ? For how God could, by 
a decree previous to the foundation of the 
world, conſign over the far greater part of 
mankind to everlaſting deſtruction without 
being in any ſenſe, or in any degree, the au- 


thor of evil; in what manner Jeſus. Chriſt 


gave hinſeif a ranſom for all, of whom an 
amazing majority were predoomed to damna- 
tion; what we are to underſtand by certain 
means of ſalvation mercifully vouchſafed to 
Chriſtians, which yet God had arbitrarily pre- 
determined ſhould be ineffectual; how we ſhall 
make conſiſtent thoſe paſſages of ſcripture 
which ſtrongly and clearly repreſent the ne- 
ceſſity and efficacy of ſupernatural aſſiſtance, 
and divine grace, with others that as plainly 
and undeniably point out eternal happineſs as 


the proper object of our own freeſrhoice, and 


moſt earneſt endeayours; or, in a word, how 
we can aſcribe abſolute moral perfection, if 1 


may ſo call it, to God, without attfbuting 
* . : $i 318 1 21. [2374 
. to him ſuch properties as are neceffariiy con- 


1 } 

nected with our idea of abſolute moral perfec= 
tion; i. e. how imperfection can be perfection, 
it concerns the advocate for abſolute decrees to 
inform us. The caſe is, his only, or, at leaſt, 
his principal exception to the contrary hypo- 
theſis, which is founded in it's myſteriouſneſs, 
precludes in a manner the very poſſibility of a 
ſolution to ſuch inquiries as the above; be- 
cauſe after ſuch exception he cannot with any 
face number election and reprobation among the 
myſteries. of Chriſtianity; and therefore ſo far 


as he reſts the merits of his cauſe merely on 


our acknowledged want of conception of the 
compatibility between divine foreknowledge and 


man's freewil, he appears to lean upon a gro- 


ken reed; and one might think, would he but 
ſuffer ſuch conſiderations to have their due im- 
preſſion upon him, could not but ſee and con- 
feſs the weight of reaſon, and the general 
ſcope and tenour of ſcripture to be on the fide 
of the contrary doctrine. In conſequence of 
ſuch conviction he muſt admit that ſome of 
the n of 8 N WERE ſeem 
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71 Pa: N of i ths a I becauſe Es 1 
and paſſages referred to in this paragraph are only 2 part of 
hols which are uſually urged in ſupport of the Predeftinarian 
ſyſtem. They are ſuch however on which great ſtreſs has 
been always lay'd; and therefore this limitation of their ſenſe 

B 2 and 


| 


my} / 
to countenance the doctrine of predeſtination 
have an import and ſignification ſimilar only 
to that of many paſſages in ſacred writ, which, 
all agree, are not ſtrictly and literally to be 
underſtood; that God can no more really pre- 
deftinate 'a particular number of perſons either 
to eternal happinefs or miſery, by a previous 
and abſolute decree for that purpoſe, than he 
can really be angry with his creatures, or re- 
pert of his own diſpenſations; that ſuch phra- 
feology” is analagous, and adapted purely to 
our finite ideas and apprehenſi ions, and is 2 
nificant only of certain effects and events con- 
ſequent on our own free acts and proceedings; 
and accordingly that thoſe who believe and 
obey the Goſpel, who act conſiſtently with their 
obligations, and in concurrence with the ne- 
ceſſary though reſiſtable influences of the ſpi- 


rit of grace, are, if they perſevere, as directly 


and effectually in the way which leadeth unto 
eternal life, as if they were Nr 1h and Pro- 


and . is a very conſiderable dedudtien "a ta au- 
thority which this ſyſtem pretends to derive” from the holy 


ſcriptures; And, all this while, the doQrine, in general, is 


preſſed With the full weight and force of What is here or 
elſewhere advanced by myſelf, or by others of tar ſaperiour 
judgment, who are my leaders in the arguments TT Rati- 


nal Inquiry P. Te &c. Kc.) 
perly 
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perly called or elected by God in preference to 
all others, or were abſolutely ordained to ſal- 
vation, or had literally their names written 
in iche book of life. 2 

After all however we are under this head 
maintaining rather a matter of opinion, than a 
fundamental point of faith; nor do we aſſert, 
that ãt is equally neceſſary to believe, that Je- 
ſas Chriſt was the Saviour of the word in the 
general ſenſe here contended for, as that he 
took our nature upon him, or died upon the 
crofs. , But notwithſtanding this, the ſame 
ſcriptures which are the rule of our faith in 
the ſtricteft ſenſt ſhould be the rule of our 
ſentiments alſo; and accordingly it nearly con- 
cerns us to have a, right judgment in all reli- 
gious matters; eſpecially ſuch as eſſentially 
affect the honour of God, and the ſpiritual 
peace and quiet of man. To what degree any 
particular errour in religion may be ſinful, or 
how far one is more capital than another, it it 
will be of little conſequence to inquire. Our 
aim ſhould be to be as free from allerrours as 
poſſible. In ſhort, either ſcriptural declaration, 
ox rational and neceſſary inference, is the pro- 
per grbund of religious faith and perſuaſion; 
of ſuch faith and e as is not to be 


ſhaken \ 


I 


ſhaken by any ſeeming irreconcileableneſs, or 
contrariety whatſoever. Indeed, if we in- 
dulge the excurſive faculty of imagination be- 
yond the bounds which reaſon and ſcripture | 
have ſet us, we ſhall find ourſelves inextrica- 
bly entangled in groſs inconſiſtencies, -. and 
ſometimes in horrid impiety too. That the 
moſt perfect freedom of agency muſt be aſ- 


b cribed to God, cannot poſſibly be controver- 
F ted; and yet does be not nece//arily foreknow 


his own actions? Does he not neceſſarily. act 
agreeably to the eternal rules of juſtice, wiſ- 


[| dom, purity, and holineſs? That God is in 
N no ſenſe the author of evil, whether natural or 
1 moral, every reaſonable man, and, much more, 


every Chriſtian, will maintain; yet is it not 


4 certain, that, had this world never been made, 
: neither /n 2 nor death could haye entered into 
1 it? Such vague diſquiſitions as theſe may lead 
4 to downright blaſphemy in many inſtances; 
1 but can, at beſt, only terminate ee e 
1 and ſcepticiſm. ; 


Conſequently it is groſs. * it is Lake 
higheſt preſumption, | to.attempt by Tae 
find out God in this ſtate of mortality; tc 
bring infinite to a finite teſt ;. or to call in 


n certain erf he has been pleaſed, 
to 
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to make of himſelf, or his diſpenfations, 
merely becauſe they lie above the level of our 
finite apptehenſion. And therefore our be- 
lief, our notions, and our ſentiments, con- 
cerning Divine truths ought to be regulated 
and circumſcribed by the letter, or the evident 
tenour of revelation, © 

11 paſs on therefore to the TW” applica- 
tion. Now it is evident from the foregoing, 
remarks, that no ſyſtem of religion, or, in- 
deed; of irreligion, is without its difficulties; 
and thoſe too, inexplicable ones: and, con- 
ſequently, no objections, drawn purely from 
ſuch difficulties, will lie againſt that plan or 
ſcheme of theology, which is moſt ſimple, 
eafy, and uniform in itſelf, and, at the ſame 
time, moſt agreeable to holy ſcripture, and to 
received articles of faith. The ſubſtance of 
the Chriſtian diſpenſation may be comprized | 
in a few words: The three Perſons of the. 
bleſſed "Trinity" concurred in the oetonomy 
of man's ſalvation : Creation was neceſſary to 
capacitate him for happineſs at all : 3 Re- 
demption by the ſacrifice of the Son. of God 
for the'fins of the whole world was necel- 
ſaty'for the recovery of that happineſs which 
he had forfeited by * Sanctifica- 


tion 
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tion is neceſſary to render effectual our natu- 
ral endeavours to perform the conditions re- 


quired on our part of the Chriſtian covenant. 


The firſt of theſe points proves itſelf : the 
two latter may be as fairly demonſtrated from 


ſcripture as any doctrine or tenet can be 
proved from any other writing. And the 
concluſions they naturally and obviouſly lead 
to are equally rational and comfortable. Why 


then ſhould we ſuffer ourſelves to be perplexed 


with the difficulties or myſteries with which 


they are neceſſarily attended? Myſteries ſo 


juſtly reſolveable into the acknowledged in- 
comprehenfibleneſs of the deep things of God ; 


his nature, properties, and operations? Be- 


Bold, God is great, and we know him not, is a 
ſufficient reply to any man who ſhall deny the 


exiſtence of the three Perſons in ane Divine 
Nature, the incarnation of the ſecond of theſe 
Perſons, the compatibility of man's freewil 
with the gracious operations of the third, the 
reſurrection of the body, or any other point of 
. doctrine manifeſtly contained in, or deducible 

from, the ſacred writings. Again, the con- 
formity of any doctrine with received articles 
of faith is a very powerful recommendation of 
it. The ſhort ſyſtem I have here been deli- 


neatin 8 


[ 17 ] 


onions is . evidently. conſiſtent With, or de- 
rivable from, theſe. atticles. But is there à 
ſingle article of any creed received among us 
that, in the leaſt, countenances the doctrine 
of election and reprobation, as ſtated and a- 
vowed by it's predeſtinarian advocates? And 
yet this doctrine has been, and is, maintained 
with as much earneſtneſs and aſſurance, as 
though it were a point of belief not leſs incon - 
teſtable than that of the incarnation, or paſ- 
822. or reſurrection of Jeſus Chriſt. 
Jam aware, it may be ſaid, as triumphantly 
it has been, that this doctrine has ſufficient 
warrant from the articles of our Church. 
Which pretence may be thought to deſerve a 
particular confutation. That it hath ſuch 
warrant in ſome degree muſt be admitted. 
But I beg leave to obſerve, that, in a Church 
which, diſavows infallibility, we cannot, in 
common candour, be ſuppoſed preciſely and 
exactly to adapt our notions or ſentiments on 
all religious points to the ſtrict letter of a few 
paragraphs in ſome of the articles before us; 
that a latitude of interpretation in matters not 
of faith, but of opinion, muſt be allowed from 
the nature of the thing; that, accordingly, 


_ of whoſe oy and affection there 
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never was the leaſt ground of ſuſpicion, have 
freely and publickly declared themſelves agree- 
ably to ſuch latitude of interpretation; that, 
without the allowance contended for, it will 


be impracticable to reconcile ſome paſſages 
in theſe articles with others, or with what 
muſt, in reaſonable conſtruction, and from 


regular inference, be ſuppoſed to be the ſenſe of 
the Church in the publick offices of her li- 


turgy; but that with this allowance, a rational 


and uniform ſcheme of religion may be framed, 
with which the articles in queſtion, notwith- 


ſtanding the rigour of their literal ſenſe, may, 
without violence of ſtraining, be made to cor- 
reſpond. In the article of predeſtination and 


election there are, no doubt, many expreſſions 


which at firſt ſight ſeem to ſupport the opi- 
nion we have been arguing againſt ; particu- 
larly ſuch as the following: * Predeſtination 
« to life is the everlaſting purpoſe of God, 
«whereby he hath conſtantly decreed to deli- 
te yer from damnation thoſe whom he hath 
« choſen in Chriſt out of mankind — where 


« fore they which be endued with ſo excel- 


« Tent a benefit be called according to God's 


& Fe by his ſpirit working in due ſeaſon 
— they be — _ — they be made 


2882 4“ ſons 


9 1 

« ſons of God by adoption they are ſuch as 
feel in themſelves the working of the ſpirit 
f Chriſt &c. Theſe expreſſions, however, 
are not only qualified by the concluding olauſe 
. this article itſelf, which tells us, that we: 

© muſt receive God's promiſes in ſuch wiſe as 
te they be generally ſet forth to us in holy 
e ſeripture:“ but alſo hy the literal ſenſe and 
obvious tenour of other japticles'® 7). 2500 ſe 


= A may Joy; e be eben their are inageuracies. 
(not to give them a harſher name) in the ſeeond clauſe of 
this very article which plainly enough diſcover entanglement, 
where nothing leſs was intended than elucidation, '' * For 
«© curious and carnal perſons, lacking the ſpirit. of Chriſt; to 
y have continually before their eyes the ſentence of God's | 
40 predeſtination, is a moſt dangerous downfall, whereby the 
«devil "doth thruſt them either into deſperation, or into 
ce retchleſsneſs of moſt unclean nt no leſs perilous than 
«« deſperation.” Aa 1 Age 01 1 
I freely own, I know not hots to pe 8 of theſe wards, 
without conſidering the doctrine of predeſtination, 7 as one of 
the devices of our fpiritual enemy. It ſeetns, the Having von- 
tiuually before their eyes the ſentence of Ged's predęſtination, is a 
| if dangerous downfall, whereby the devil deth thruſt men either 
into deſperation, or into wretchleſeneſs of living equally perilous. 
Are we nor hereby then cautiened, in effect, againſt theſe 
ſpiritual dangers, theſe diabolical delufions ?/Is' it not our 
duty ag N well as Intereſt to endeavour. to avoid. both theſe ex- 
tremes ? Yet how can we poſlibly do this but by NOT having 
before ur "eyes the ſentence” of God's predeftination in the Tenſe 


| n our adverſaries ? And ſo whether this arti- 
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cond article avers, that Jeſus Chriſt's ce truly 
«ſuffered, was crucified, dead and buried, to 


<« reconcile his Father to us, and to be a ſacri- 
« fiee not only for original guilt, but alſo for 
te actual fins of men.” It is afferted in the 7th 
c article, that both in the Old and New Teſta- 
e ment everlaſting life is offered to mankind by 
“ Chriſt, who is the only mediator between God 
e and man, being both God and man.” The 
gth article maintains, that there is no condem=- 
c nation for them that believe, and are baptized, 

© notwithſtanding luſt and concupiſcence hath 
s of itſelf the nature of fin.” By the 27th 
we are given to underſtand, that “ baptiſm 
« js not only a ſign of profeſſion, and mark 
« of difference whereby Chriſtian men are 
« diſcerned from others that be not chri- 
** ſtened; but it is alſo a ſign of regeneration, 
* or new birth, whereby, as by an inſtrument, 
« they that receive baptiſm rightly are grafted 
* into the Church; the promiſes of the for- 


cle, though conſidered as favouring predeſtination, does not 
in a great meaſure defeat itſelf, let others judge. 

T could wiſh we had been directed by the article before us 
to © receive God's threatenings, as well as promiſes in ſuch wiſe 


as they be generaliy ſet forth to us in holy ſcripture.” 
0 Ratianal Inquiry. p. 183.) 


oh gi „ cle ſs 


1 ax } 

tc giveneſt of fin, and of our adoption to be 
the ſons of God by the Holy Ghoſt, are 
ce viſibly ſigned and ſealed ; faith is confirmed, 
4 and grace increaſed by virtue of prayer unto 
« God.” And the 3 1ſt article declares, that 
the offering of Chriſt once made is that per- 
e fect redemption, propitiation, and fatisfac- 
tion for all the fins of the whole world 
« both original and actual. The doctrine 
comprized under theſe ſeveral paſſages is : 
plainly ſubverſive of the predeſtinarian ſyſtem, 
and the notion of a ſenſible neu birth, or re- 
generation, of late ſo een inſiſted on 
us. 

Again: The clin to e life. 
are ſaid to feel in themſelves the working, of the 
ſpirit of Chriſt, according to the article above 
cited: but that by this phraſe we are to un- 
derſtand no more than that good men. have a 
firm truſt and perſuaſion that they are under 
the real, though ſecret, direction and in- 
fluence of the Holy Spirit, cooperating with 
their own fincere endeavours, and cheriſhing 
the pious diſpoſitions of their hearts, may be 
collected from the ſentiments of the Church, 
as to this point, in * her offices in general, 


"7 ® Jos Rational Inquiry, p. 183. 
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and eſpecially upon a moſt important occaſion. 
In the form for ordination of deacons, the 
biſhop aſks the candidate, not whether he 
attually feels himſelf inwardly moved 2 the Holy 
Gho/7; but whether he truſts that be. is in- 
wardly moved by the Holy Gh. Sc.? A queſ- 
tion which manifeſtly imports not a ſenſible 
inſpiration, but ſuch a confidence and perſua- 
ſion only as I have juſt mentioned. And it 1s 


| farther 'obſervable, to the ſame effect, that 1 in 


the form of ordination of prieſts this queſtion 
is wholly omitted ; the only one relative. to 
the qualification of the candidate being the 
following: Do you think in your heart that you 
are truly called, accordin g to the will of our 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, and the order of this Church 


of England Sc. ? Is therefore the biſhop ſup- 


poſed to take'it for granted, that the party be- 
fore him 7s /en/ibly moved by the ſpirit of, God? 
Surely, not. But he may reaſonably, be ſup- 
poſed to take it for granted, that he appears 
with the ſame diſpoſition, and under the ſame 
perſuaſion nom which he had before avowed 
upon his admiſſion to the iferiour order of dea- 
con. And, by parity of argument, thoſe ſolemn 
words in the very act of ordination, receive 

; + e Sins fl Str 


Fa 7. 


the Holy Ghoſt, cannot be d to Dna. 


1 


vey, or infuſe a portion of extraordinary and 
perceptible grace; becauſe this can be no 
more requiſite to the due and regular diſcharge 
of the office of prieſt, than it was a neceſſary 
qualification for admittance into it. To the 
ſame Purpoſe it may once more be remarked, 
that even in the form for conſecration of 
archbiſhops, and biſhops themſelves, we meet 
with no ſuch 10 as s that payjan conſi - 
deration. N 
There are, beſides, other W his 
ſtrict letter of which may be imagined to fa- 
- vour the principles of thoſe I am concerned. 
with. The moſt remarkable of theſe are the 
13th'and the 18th. The former runs thus: 
ec Works done before the grace of Chriſt, 
« and the inſpiration of his ſpirit, are not 
ce: pleaſant to God, foraſmuch as they ſpring, 
« not of faith in Jeſu Chriſt; neither do 
e they make men meet to receive Grace, or 
© (as the ſchool authors ſay) deſerve grace 
«of congruity; yea rather for that they are 
not done as God hath willed and com- 
«</ manded them to be done, we doubt not but 
they have the nature of ſin.” The words 
of the e article are theſe: % They alſo 
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an. 
« are to be had CE that preſume to ſay, 


ee that every man ſhall be ſaved by the law or 


ſe& which he profeſſeth, ſo that he be 
« diligent to frame his life according to that 
e law, and the light of nature. For holy 
ce ſcripture doth ſet out unto us only the 
«. name of Jeſus Chriſt whereby men muſt 
© be ſaved.” Now, I apprehend, agreeably 
to the latitude of interpretation juſt now 
claimed, theſe ſeveral expreſſions taken all 
together will amount to no more than an utter 
renunciation of all propitiatory merit (as I have 
elſewhere expreſſed myſelf) in any mere hu- 


OY. * 


* 


man ſervice, which hath in effect the nature 
of ſin, inaſmuch as it cannot exempt from the 


penalty incurred by ſin; and an abſolute diſ- 
avowal of any right or title to ſalvation but 


what is derived from the efficacy of the ſacri- 


fice of the death of Chriſt. But if the me- 
rits of that ſacrifice be univerſally imputable, 
and if every good work, i. e. every work done 
on principles of conſcience, and with true 


ſincerity of intention, ought to be aſcribed to 


the imperceptible impulſe of cooperating grace, 
by uncovenanted favour diſpenſed ; (which 
points, on former occaſions, I myſelf +, 


+ See Rational Inquiry p. 162 &c. 168 &c; 185 &c. 
8 among 
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among others, have endeavoured to make 
good upon Chriſtian principles, and on the 
authority of ſeripture; ;) it will then follow, 
that, though a man cannot be ſaved by the 
law or ſe& which he profeſſeth, yet he may 
be ſaved under it, provided he live conſcienti- 
ouſly, and have no opportunity of becoming 
acquainted with the goſpel of Chriſt; and 
that the ſevereſt expreſſions in theſe articles do 
not ſo properly contain a declaration of inca- 
pacity and diſqualification, as a confutation of 
preſumption and ſpiritual pride. The only 
remaining articles which have an aſpect to the 
preſent ſubject are thoſe of freemil, the juſtifi- 
cation of man, and good works. But the two 
latter came under conſideration in a former 
diſcourſe on this argument ; and the conſo- 
nancy of the other with the doctrine I have 
been, inculcating will appear upon a very little 
examination. Upon the whole, if there be 
any ſeeming repugnancy | between ſome of our 
3 articles, it it may indeed give us cauſe to wiſh, 
that certain paſſages | had been expreſſed in 
terms let s, liable, to miſapplication; but, at 
the ſame time, it will be but reaſonable to 
2 underſtand ſuch paſſages i in the ſenſe which is 
moſt agreeable to the Ianguage and ſentiment 
D | . of 
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of the Church in general, as well as to the 


deductions of reaſon, and the tenour of the 


— 


holy ſcriptures. 


I have taken the preſent — to ſup- 


ply what may have been thought defective in 


the diſcourſe juſt alluded to; and though the 
argument hath been here conducted on a dif- 
ferent plan, yet we are led, I truſt, to the 
fame obvious concluſions ; and-it appears, that 


the ſeveral parties in this matter concerned, 


by what appellations ſoever they may be diſ- 
tinguiſhed, can no more fairly avail them- 
ſelves of Church-authority, than pE that of the 


: ſacred writings. 


I ſhall therefore conclude all in 1 words 
of one of our collects, which import the ne- 
ceſſity of divine grace, and the certainty of 
it's being beſtowed, vpn our * We de- 
yout application for 3 | 

Grant to us, Lord, we beſeach hs” the Pirie - 
t2 think and do always Juch things as be right- 
Ful; that we who cannot de any thing that is 
good without thee, may by thee be enabled to live 
according to thy will, {rouge Feſus Chriſt our 


* Amen. 
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